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Woman Public Prosecutor in Jugo-Slavia 


OR the first time in history a woman, 

Miss Illic, recently appeared as pub- 

lic prosecutor in a criminal case in Jugo- 
Slavia. 


Nationality of Danish Women 


ANISH women do not lose their own 
nationality upon marriage to a for- 
eigner unless they gain the nationality of 
their husbands upon marriage, and in no 
case do they lose their own nationality as 
long as they reside in Denmark. 


Woman J. P. Catches Biggest Fish 


RS. JUDSON KERR, J. P., won the 
challenge cup presented by the Deal 
Angling Club at its recent festival for 
catching the largest fish. Her catch was 
a conger, just weighing 20 pounds. 

Mrs. Kerr recently refused to leave the 
bench when the trial of an old man for an 
indecent assault upon a young boy came 
up, saying that, unpleasant as the case 
was, it was her duty as a public servant to 
shun no duty incumbent upon her office. 
The Vote, organ of the Women’s Freedom 
League, England, commenting upon this 
action, said: 

“Women magistrates have taken the 
same oath that men magistrates have 
taken, and we expect them to carry out 
their whole duty without fear or favor.” 


Serves as Librarian for 50 Years 


4ROLINE M. HEMINS has been head 
of the public library in Hartford, Con- 
necticut, for fifty years. 


Women in Pharmacy 


T is estimated that there are now more 

than 22,000 women engaged in oper- 
ating or clerking in drug stores in the 
United States. The president of the Na- 
tional Association of Retail Druggists 
recognized the power of these women 
when, in his annual address at Memphis, 
he said: 3 

“Twenty-five years ago there were prob- 
ably less than fifty of the fair sex who 
had chosen pharmacy as a career. It is 
one of the hopeful signs of the times. 
Without doubt the pharmaceutical pro- 
fession is a most admirable sphere for 
feminine talent. We welcome the sweep- 
ing scientific advances which have con- 
tributed to the elimination of household 
drudgery of the old days and released 
women to larger fields of usefulness such 
as our profession. We invite the ‘pharma- 
sisters’ of the United States to become 
active members of this great retail drug- 
gists’ association.” 


Feminist Notes 


Women in British Ministry of Health 


N spite of the fact that the British Min- 
istry of Health administers laws on 
subjects of such vital importance to 
women as the government insurance, tu- 
berculosis work, registration of nurses, 
infectious diseases, food adulteration, 
poor relief, and venereal diseases, the posi- 
tion of women is worse here than in any 
other government department into which 
women have been introduced since the 
Sex Disqualification Removal Act was 
passed. The Woman’s Leader, organ of 
the National Union of Societies for Equal 
Citizenship, says. The magazine com- 
ments: 

“Tn the Ministry of Labour we have a 
woman assistant secretary, women divi- 
sional inspectors in the Trade Board Di. 
vision, women chief officers in the Unem- 
ployment Insurance Department, and so 
on. In the Board of Education we have 
had a woman assistant secretary and we 
have one super executive woman, though 
outside the inspectorate women are em- 
ployed in only one branch. In the Scottish 
Board of Health there is a woman com- 
missioner, and there are two women com- 
missioners at the National Savings De- 
partment. But at the Ministry of Health, 
employing over 1,000 women, in spite of 
the fact that women were established in 
the Insurance Commission on its incep- 
tion in 1912, that they were taken over 
with the rest of the staff from the old 
Local Government Board in 1919, that 
they have exactly the same experience in 
their work as their male colleagues, there 
is only one super executive post filled by 
a woman, and that is in an accounting 
branch, and there is one woman head of 
a branch, viz., the branch dealing with 
maternity and child welfare. There is no 
woman at all in any responsible position 


dealing with policy on any of the matters 


mentioned at the beginning of this article. 
There is no woman assistant secretary, 
and the controllers and deputy controllers 
of the insurance department and the 
branch dealing with widows’ pensions are 
both men. There are no women general 
inspectors in the Poor Law Department, 
and no woman is eligible to be a divisional 
inspector in the insurance branch. 

“The position of women in this ministry 
is little short of a scandal. No higher 


woman is allowed to deputize for her 
male chief in his absence, but another 
male officer, frequently her junior, is 
brought into the branch if necessary 
rather than allow a woman to have a 
trial on higher work.” 


Equal Rights 


Equal Rights for Widowers 
A WOMAN duly qualified was recently 
admitted to membership in the 
Faculty of Advocates of Scotland. As 
soon as this occurred an act was passed 
by the British Parliament on May 13, 
1925, to amend an older act by which 
widows of Advocates were to receive pen- 
sions from a fund, declaring that “widow” 
shall henceforth include “widower” and 
“bachelor” shall include “spinster” and 
“himself” shall include “herself,” ete. 
The schedule of the act is entitled 
“Advocates Widows” Fund (Widowers’ 
Provision ).” 


Women Lawyers for Equality 

HE Women’s Bar Association of the 

District of Columbia recently pledged 
itself to a campaign to remove the legal 
discriminations against women in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The association is ad- 
vocating changes in the laws to equalize 
the contractual power of men and women, 
to end discrimination against the female 
line in laws of descent and inheritance, 
and to make women available for jury 
service, and has adopted resolutions to 
support the measure drafted by the Legal 
Research Department of the Woman’s 
Party to equalize these rights. Burnita 
Shelton Matthews, member of the Su- 
preme Court Bar, and chairman of the 
Legal Research Department of the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party, is president of the 
association. 


Attempts at Inequality in Ireland 
URIOUS situations have arisen in the 
Irish Free State as a result of the 
effort to discriminate against women in 
the Civil Service. Recently men demon- 
strated that, under the constitutional 
Equal Rights provision, they were entitled 
to enter the Civil Service examinations 
for stenographers and typists which were 
advertised for women. Women imme- 
diately said that, under the same guaran- 
tee, they were entitled to enter the lists 
for posts in the customs service. 

Then a bill was introduced to bar wom- 
en from the customs service, and certain 
other’ posts, and to bar men from the 
stenographic posts ,and certain others. 
The argument for barring men from these 
latter posts was that, if men should enter 
them in large numbers, they would marry, 
rear families, and require increased sal- 
aries. The arguments for barring women 
were the customary outworn falsities. 

Irish women have protested vigorously 
against these proposed discriminations. 
They hold that the bill would be uncon- 
stitutional, even if passed, but they are 
taking no chances of permitting it to be 
passed if they can help it. 
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HE Christmas Sale held by the Na- 

tional Headquarters of the Woman’s 
Party before the holidays was so success- 
ful that, with the addition of several new 
articles to the collection, it is being con- 
tinued after the holidays. 

Ruth Noyes Crocker was chairman of 
the committee on arrangements for the 
sale. Magnolia H. Harris worked inde- 
fatigably preparing for the sale and serv- 
ing as saleslady every day. 

Mrs. Crocker was one of the earliest 
workers for the National Woman’s Party, 
particularly in its campaign in the West. 
In 1913 she was chairman of a committee 
which brought delegations from all over 
the country to the Senate upon the occa- 
sion when suffrage was debated in the 


Senate for the first time in many years. 

In 1914 she and Doris Stevens organ- 
ized the campaign against Democratic 
leaders in Colorado who had blocked the 
suffrage amendment in Congress. After 
the election was over, Mrs. Crocker, then 
Miss Noyes, remained in charge of the 
Colorado Headquarters in Denver. 

In 1916 she went to Chicago and helped 
in the campaign against Woodrow Wil- 
son, carried on because he, as leader of 
his party, had failed to bring suffrage be- 
fore Congress as an urgent administration 
measure. She led in the great convention 
held in Chicago for the organization of 
women voters to use their political power 
to win national suffrage. She continued 
to work there till her marriage. 


Mrs. Crocker has now returned to Wash- 
ington with her husband and two children, 
and is resident chairman of the House- 
furnishing Committee. 

Among the rare pieces given for the sale 
by Mrs. Belmont were an unusually large 
and beautiful tortoise shell box, a Wedge- 
wood clock, a Wedgewood vase, several 
small bisque figures, and some very valu- 
able Oriental kimonas. 

Among the others who gave articles for 
the sale were: Allene Salomon, Carrie 
Harrison, Nina Allender, Emma Wold, 
Mary Macarty, Dr. Sarah Huddleston, 
Helen Fowler, who gave an aquarium, and 
Mr. and Mrs. Frank Hutchins, who gave 
several copies of their book, “The Wash- 
ington Washington Knew.” 


The Great National Calamity 


literati to predict and portray the 

great national scandal. Not always 
do these estimable people agree among 
each other as to what the exact nature 
of the pestilence gnawing at the very core 
of our life is. But it is sufficient to pre- 
dict impending catastrophe to gain in- 
stant attention, for all the world is bored 
and loves anything savouring of drama. 
I find myself on the eve of predicting 
calamity, using the approved terminol- 
ogy, as: 

I am not an alarmist, but after serious 
study and consideration, I feel impelled 
to warn my fellow countrymen of a seri- 
ous and grave problem before our nation 
today, one that is perhaps not apparent 
to all, but one which the amassed facts 
make only too clear. I speak of the grad- 
ual and insidious degradation of our 
manhood at the hands of our women. 
Slowly, but surely, the tactics of women 
are robbing our men of that manliness on 
which our prestige as a nation depends. 

The publicity type of American woman, 
in vogue at home and abroad, is queenly, 
imperious, indulged, and pampered by the 
adoring husband. When on dress parade, 
both husband and wife usually accom- 
modate themselves to these roles. But 
what of the formative hours, those hours 
the psychologists regard as of supreme 
importance, the hours at home and at 
chosen work? 

I do not pretend to have made an ex- 
haustive study of the American man at 
dressing, but I have listened in at many 
homes. Papa American arises of a morn- 
ing, or changes for dinner, and even in 
a two-room apartment with but one of 
those bits of modern decoration known as 
a chifforobe, with but one tiny clothes 
closet—in short, with very little space to 


| T is the fashion these days among the 


By Rebecca Hourwich 


go wrong in—demands of a partner in the 
midst of a similar process of robing, 
“Where is a towel 2”, “Where are my 
shirts ?”, “Where are the handkerchiefs?”, 
“Where did you put the laundry?”, “Did 
you see that red tie of mine?”, “Be a good 
thing and get that suit down to the tailors 
for tonight,” “Have you got my dress 
things out for me?”, “Did the tailor send 
up my trousers?”, “How about my studs, 
seen them anywhere?”, and on, and on, 
the pitiful list that nakedly portrays the 
American man in his helplessness. 

Finding things for them and picking up 
after them, are two of our women’s fa- 
vorite indoor sports. These little deeds 
of kindness in themselves might lack im- 
portance, but the accompanying attitude 
is what bodes future evil. The docile 
finder, and picker up, is usually she who 
refers to men as children, “dear things, 
just boys, just children.” Time there was 
in the dim and distant past when our 
own sex fought against being treated as 
creatures of a lesser development, and 
in all justice it would seem but fair that 
men be accorded the latitude for develop- 
ment that their years demand. 


Not only wives, but all women are in 
the conspiracy to deprive men of mature 
expression. Take a man of parts, known 
in the business world as an executive of 
ability, and watch him through a day of 
nursing at the hands of his secretary. 
It is really a sad spectacle, a man in the 
full possession of his faculties, devoid of 
all power of detailed organization, wholly 
dependent on another for co-ordination. 

What is even worse is the general at- 
titude of women, particularly the mother- 
ing type; they expect nothing of men, and 


so much of women. I speak with feeling 
as one of those professional women whose 
husbands get mothering and sympathy, 
while their wives gets a subtle something 
bordering on contempt. My particular 
life partner can find and pick up, cook, 
sew buttons and do all the little jobs that 
his wife takes no particular pride in. His 
wife, on the other hand makes a daily 
struggle to keep bureau drawers, desks, 
cooking, buttons, and higher expression 
within proportionate bounds. Of the two 
she is far more in need of a kindly pie, 
extra sewing occasionally, and a neigh- 
borly hand with the comforts. But accord- 
ing to the rules it is her role to give aid 
and comfort, and he is to receive it at 
all times, regardless of circumstance. She 
is regarded as a grown woman, whom God 
hath commanded to undertake house- 
wifely duties, or possibly she, as is proper, 
is considered of sufficient maturity to 
overcome the daily obstacles of living, 
whereas her husband is “merely a man, 
just little more than a child.” 

The conspiracy extends to privacy, and 
respect for work. It is considered natural 
that a man of the world should desire and 
need privacy, but a little eccentric for a 
woman to have those ends in view. I 
have yet to find a laundress, neighbors, 
maid of all work, other people’s children, 
friends, and families, that accord a wom- 
an the same possibilities for seclusion and 
uninterrupted peace that they freely and 
willingly accord men. 

What hope is there for a nation of 
children, spoiled, coddled, never per- 
mitted an opportunity for adult growth, 
never taught responsibility of person, and 
personal detail? To me the great na- 
tional calamity is the conspiracy of 
women to keep men in this state of almost 
imbecilic childishness. 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


Te remove all forms of the subjection of 
women. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 21. 
House Joint Resolution Number 75. 


Introduced in the Senate, December 10, 1923, 
by Senator CHARLES E. CoURTIS. 
Introduced in the House of Representatives, 
December 13, 1923, 
by REPRESENTATIVE D. R. ANTHONY. 


Equal Rights 


How Do.You Spend Your Money? 


NE of the most characterful acts that people perform is the spending of 

money. Whether they have much or little, the way they lay it out is 
indicative of their true natures, for the things,that people deeply desire are 
the things they are willing to pay for, and the desires of the individual are 
after all the most accurate measure of what may be called native “calibre.” 

Thus the child with her cherished penny thinks first of the sweet shop 
around the corner; while the typical flapper, blessed with a sudden windfall, 
turns instead to a shop where fine raiment may be purchased. 

An examination of the expenditure of any given income will disclose the 
age and sex of the recipient, the general line of tastes and interests, the marital 
and parental status, the attitude toward religion, social work and politics, 
and finally define the scope of intellectuality and imagination. | 

Abraham Lincoln’s cash account in his youth would, for example, have 
showed a reckless extravagance in the matter of books of learning, while Mr. 
Roosevelt’s doubtless would have exhibited a similar munificence in the 
matter of guns. ei 

The desire of the ego to establish its superiority is constantly exhibited in 
the outgoing side of the ledger. As appearances are what count most in this 
domain, the new dress, the new house, the new automobile, the new radio are 
among the items that frequently appear. Every conceivable sort of adult toy 
and appurtenance that tends to glorify the ego will be found listed in the 
expense accounts of those who, according to the phrase, “can afford” to buy 
them. But it is only in rare and occasional cash books that expenditures of 
any proportionate size can be found indicating a genuine intellectual interest 
or a thorough-going desire to bring order out of the present social chaos. 
Even charity, perhaps the most primitive stimulant to the social conscience, 
usually stands in the list below silk stockings, cigarettes and cosmetics. As a 
commentary on the human heart and the human mind a perusal of cash books 
is illuminating, but to a degree disillusioning. 

Possibly one reason for this is that so few people realize that intangible 
desiderata, such as justice and Equal Rights and peace and virtue, are in the 
market to be purchased, just as food and hats and houses are. Educate enough 
people ta believe in the right, and lo! it is there, but education costs money 
and masses of money too. By the same token organization, through which 
alone these desiderata can be secured, is one of the most costly of human 
perquisites. People say they desire these things, even sometimes honestly 
think they desire them, but the measure of their interest is better indicated by 
their cash books than by their protestations. 

With the advent of the New Year think it over, how do you spend your 
money? Would your cash book diagnose you as an intellectual being seriously 
interested in establishing justice on earth and redeeming your sex from an 
intolerable bondage, or would it put you down as just another pretender spend- 
ing not even a tithe of your income on anything better than flesh pots or adult 
toys? Think it over, with this fact always in the background, that it is the 
proportion of one’s gifts to one’s income, not the amount of the cash contribu- 
tion, that will eventually establish the diagnosis. With which practical sug- 
gestion we wish you the kind of Happy New Year that implies self-respect and 
an easy conscience ! 


A New Year’s Resolution 


NLY the other day a “Votes for Women” parade was held in the streets 
of Constantinople, the young “Hanoums” marching unveiled past crowds 
of curious bystanders. The New York Times comments that “even a year ago 
this would have been impossible.” It is the Zeit-Geist at work, and we are a 
part of it. 
The women of America owe it to the world to make a New Year’s resolution. 
It is briefly phrased and soon will be a part of the United States Constitution. 
[t reads: “Men and women shall have Equal Rights throughout the United 
States and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” Our obligation rests with 
the italicized word. 
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Mrs. Lewis Heads International Relations Committee 


M RS. LAWRENCE LEWIS of 


Philadelphia has accepted the 

chairmanship of the International 
Relations Committee of the National 
Woman’s Party, and will complete the 
Internatonal Advisory Council organized 
by Mrs. O. H. P. Belmont and Alice Paul 
in Europe last winter. . 

Twelve countries, not including the 
United States, are already represented on 
the International Advisory Council. Mrs. 
Lewis and her committee, which she is 
organizing herself, will complete the 
Council so that the leading Feminists of 
the entire world will be represented on it. 
Mrs. Lewis’ travels have given her a Euro- 
pean acquaintance, thus fitting her par- 
ticularly for work with the International 
Relations Committee. | 

Countries already on the International 
Advisory Council are: Austria, Egypt, 
France, Germany, Great Britain, Holland, 
Hungary, Ireland, Norway, Roumania, 
Russia, and Switzerland. 

Mrs. Lewis was National Treasurer of 
the Woman’s Party during the campaign 
for suffrage, and in this capacity was 


Privileges—Or Rights and 


N a recent article in the American Bar 
| Association Journal a vigorous attack 

was made on the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment, sponsored and introduced in Con- 
gress by the National Woman’s Party, 
which reads as follows: 


“Section 1. Men and women shall have 
equal rights throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its jurisdiction. 

“Section 2. Congress shall have power 
to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation.” 


That article represents an all too preva- 
lent and mistaken idea concerning the 
legal status of women in the United 
States. Because of this a detailed ex- 
amination of the arguments presented 
seems to be of considerable importance. 

The writer of the article agrees that 
there are many legal discriminations 
against women in the United States which 
are unjust and which ought to be de- 
stroyed. He fears, however, that in the 
process of removing these legal discrimi- 
nations certain privileges which women 
are now enjoying will also be destroyed. 
He enumerates several types of privileges 
and insists that these privileges should 
remain. 

The first thing to be noted is that an 
argument in favor. of the existence of 
legal privileges to some and not to all of 
our citizens is a definite departure from 


credited with raising exceptionally large 
funds for the work. She was imprisoned 
several times for picketing for suffrage. 


Mrs. Lewis is very prominent in social 
work in Pennsylvania. She is on the 
board of the Lighthouse Settlement in 
Philadelphia, one of the oldest and most 
prominent settlement houses in America, 
which was founded by her sister, Mrs. 
Robert Bradford. She is on the board of 
the Pennsylvania Penal Association, and 
was formerly chairman of its board. 


Dr. Howard Kelly of Baltimore, who is 
one of the most famous surgeons in the 
country, is Mrs. Lewis’ brother. 


Mrs. Lewis’ first work, after completing 
the organization of her International Re- 
lations Committee, will be to complete the 
International Advisory Council. 


A recent letter from Helene Granitsch, 
Austrian member of the Council, indicates 
some of the advantages to be gained by 
international work for Equal Rights. 
Mme. Granitsch, like the other members 
of the Interntional Advisory Council, 
sends news from her country of the prog- 


By Albert Levitt 
Professor of Law, Washington and Lee 
University Law School 


(Reprinted from December issue of the American Bar 
Association Journal) 


one of the fundamental principles of our 
American form of government. We believe 
that ours is a government of laws, and 
that our laws should provide for Equal 
Rights to all and special privileges to 
none. There is nothing in our form of 
government which would make it de 
sirable to have a privileged class pro- 
tected in their privileges by the law. This 
would be true whether the class is created 
with reference to economic, social or po- 
litical position. There is no reason why 
class privilege should be created on the 
basis of sex any more than on the basis 
of social, economic or political position. 

In the second place it is to be noted 
that the arguments made against the 
Equal Rights Amendment are usually in- 
accurate as to facts and unsound in law. 


HE first argument made against the 

BHqual Rights Amendment is_ based 
upon the belief that it would destroy the 
so-called “protective welfare legislation” 
which: ought to be conserved. By such 
legislation is meant statutes which pur- 
port to safeguard women in industry. Ex- 
amples are hours of labor laws, minimum 
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ress of the woman’s movement there. 

Mme. Granitsch writes that she is pub- 
lishing a story of the National Woman’s 
Party’s work for equality in every Sun- 
day’s issue of the Newes Wiener Journal, 
which has a circulation of 120,000, and is | 
one of the most widely read European 
papers printed in German. She is taking 
news of the work of the National Woman’s 
Party from Equat Rieuts, she says, “to 
inform the women of Austria about every- 
thing the women of the U. 8. A. are doing 
for all womankind.” 

Mme. Granitsch has also promised to 
contribute articles and news from Austria 
to 

Mme. Granitsch’s “Austrian Welcome 
Club” officially received Mme. de Jouve- 
nal, one of the French members of the 
National Woman’s Party’s International 
Advisory Council on October 12. 

Mrs. Lewis’ committee will establish 
contacts all over the world so that women 
everywhere may be informed on the 
world-wide movement for Equal Rights, 
and may co-operate to the fullest extent 
in that movement. 


Duties ? 


wage laws, laws compelling employers to 
furnish seats and dressing rooms for their 
female employees, ete. 


But there is nothing of an inherently 
peculiar sex nature about such legislation. 
Rest rooms are just as necessary for men 
who have to stand upon their feet all 
day as for women. Men are not of such 
peculiar anatomical construction that 
they do not require seats while engaged 
as salesmen or in other occupations in 
mercantile establishments. The Shour 
day is a necessity for men as well as for 
women. The labor unions know this and 
act upon that knowledge. The United 
States Steel Corporation knows it. That 
is why they have recently put all their 
plants on an 8-hour day schedule. The 
largest business and industrial concerns 
in the country have reached the point 
where they see the economic advantages 
of the 8-hour day. 


Regulation of the hours of labor de- 
pends upon the type of labor performed 
and the employees’ reactions to it. Sex 
is not the sole determinant. Where a man 
works in an iron mill and lifts 150 pounds 
of iron several hundred times a day he 
is just as weary and in danger of destruc- 
tion of health as is a woman who spends 
nine or ten hours a day behind a ribbon 
counter in a department storm. The physio- 


logical differences between ,-en and wom- 
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en, great as they are, do not prove that, 
biologically speaking, men are not in- 
jured by long and arduous hours of labor. 
The child-bearing function of the woman 
is no doubt, to some extent at least, hurt 
by certain types of continuous labor. 
Laws which prevent women from engag- 
ing in such labor are based upon the idea 
that it is one of the functions of govern- 
ment to insure, so far as it can, the birth 
of healthy and vigorous children. The 
same idea, however, operates in favor of 
restrictive legislation for men. The most 
recent biological researches indicate that 
there are certain types of labor activities 
which impair the procreative function of 
the male. It has been definitely demon- 
strated that the spermatazoa are as much 
injured by overwork and fatigue on the 
part of the male as the ova are injured 
by fatigue and overwork on the part of 
the female. The biological differentiation 
between men and women is no longer con- 
sidered as being so absolute that legis- 
lation which is applicable to the female 
sex would be inapplicable to the male sex. 


SPECIAL type of so-called protective 

legislation is that of the minimum 
wage for women. It is significant that the 
opponents of the Equal Rights Amendment 
have ceased stressing the fact that the 
amendment would probably interfere with 
minimum wage laws. The reason for this 
is obvious. The United States Supreme 
Court has held that minimum wage laws 
are unconstitutional and that the uncon- 
stitutionality would probably exist even 
if there were minimum wage laws for 
men. The Equal Rights Amendment 
would leave the minimum wage law situa- 
tion untouched. 

Furthermore, those who are concerned 
with preserving the “privileges” of women 
are inclined to overlook the facts. The 
average employer is no philanthropist. 
He wants the most that he can get for the 
least that he must pay. Recent investi- 
gations in the District of Columbia have 
shown that where the hours of labor are 
restricted and a minimum wage must be 
paid the employer would rather hire men 
than women. Women, like children, are 
usually employed because they can be 
secured at a cheaper price than men. Put 
the price up and the hours down and 
women lose their jobs. So-called protec- 
tive legislation does not protect women. 
It tends to injure them. It has well been 
called “ill-fare restrictive legislation.” 

The basic defect in the argument of the 
opponents of the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment is that they are looking at industry 
and industrial problems in terms of 
women and not in terms of workers. The 
proper method of approach to industrial 
problems, it is submitted, is to deal with 
industries as srch. If a given industry is 
being conductf 4 in such wise that the em- 
ployees are 2.°ured and the general wel- 


fare is being impaired by long hours and 
inadequate wages, the industry should 
be regulated so that these evils are elimi- 
nated. Not sex but the general welfare is 
the test. The trend in American life is 
toward such control of industry. The 
manufacture of certain types of matches 
has been forbidden. Lead works of various 
kinds are caréfully regulated. Certain 
safeguards must be used in mines. Ma- 
chinery in mills and factories must have 
guards and safety appliances about them. 
There is no discrimination made between 
machines operated by men and machines 
operated by women. The individual op- 
erative is protected regardless of sex. 


HE second argument advanced by the 

opponents of the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment is that it will sweep away such 
things as “support laws.” Most of the 
States, it is argued, have statutes giving 
wives, who have been deserted by their 
husbands, rights of action against the de- 
serting husband for support. These stat- 
ues Will be wiped out. And it is ironic- 
ally asked if you will allow husbands who 
have been deserted by their wives to suc 
their wives for support. 

It is submitted that there is ncthing in- 
herently ludicrous about allowing de- 
serted husbands to sue their deserting 
wives for support. Suppose this case. 
The husband has given all his time, encrgy 
and capacities to earning enough to main- 
tain his home. He falls ill and is unable 
to support himself any longer. The wife 
is of the type that takes all and gives 
nothing. She leaves him. She finds luc- 
rative employment. She is capable of sup- 
porting him and herself. Is there any rea- 
son why she should not be compelled to 
do for him what he did for her? Or 
suppose the case where the wife has more 
property than the husband, and he is 
likely to become a public charge. Is there 
anything ludicrous or immoral in compel- 
ling her to keep him from becoming a 
public charge? In North Dakota hus- 
bands and wives owe each other mutual 
duties of support. In Louisiana the same 
principles obtain. It is simple enough to 
pass such mutual support laws. If they 
are passed the Equal Rights Amendment 
will leave them untouched. 


HE third argument which is advanced 

by the opponents of the Equal 
Rights Amendment is that the proposed 
amendment would do away with “mothers’ 
pensions.” Many States allow mothers of 
children to receive, under varying circum- 
stances and conditions, certain sums of 
money to enable them to support their 
children. The opponents of the proposed 
amendment ask ironically, “Would the 
advocate of the act favor fathers’ pen- 
sions, or would they rob the widow of her 
mite in order that she may enjoy equal- 


ity?” 


Equal Rights 


The answer to this argument is that 
the so-called “mothers’ pension” laws are 
not laws passed to help support mothers 
at all. They are passed to aid in the sup- 
port of the children. Mothers are per- 
mitted to take care of themselves. It is 
only because they cannot take care of 
their children that the State furnishes 
them with aid. The primary purpose of 
the mothers’ pension laws, as is the pri- 
mary purpose of the Shepard-Towner Act, 
is to promote the welfare of the children. 
From this point of view there is nothing 
silly or ludicrous in allowing pensions to 
fathers. If a father is unable to take care 
of his children properly because of ill- 
ness or incapacity to earn enough to sup- 
port them there is no reason why the chil- 
dren should be left to private charity. The 
State has just as much interest in the 
children of indigent fathers as in the chil- 
dren of indigent or helpless mothers. The 
State should look after the children of 
widowered fathers as much as it looks 
after the children of widowed mothers. 
The need of the children would be just 
the same whether it is the father or the 
mother of the children who is dead. The 
way to meet this problem is to have laws 
permitting children whose parents are un- 
able to support them to receive such aid 
from the State as the State thinks wise 
to give them. There is nothing new about 
this type of legislation. Throughout the 
country school children are furnished 
with milk and lunches either free or for a 
very nominal cost. Under-nourished chil- 
dren need to be fed so the State or the 
municipality or the county or the school 
district does the feeding. The Equal 
Rights Amendment will not interfere 
with child welfare laws. Nor will it 
interfere with so-called “mothers’ pen- 
sion” laws in those jurisdictions where 
the purpose of the statute is the guide to 
its interpretation. In such jurisdictions 
it is seen that the laws protect and aid 
children and do not even purport to aid 
mothers or widows. 


N some States a widow is allowed to 

have exemptions from attachment by 
the creditors of her deceased husband. 
The opponents of the Equal Rights 
Amendment ask if such laws will not be 
abolished. 

The answer is frank and plain. If the 
exemption laws are based simply upon sex 
they will be abolished. Furthermore they 
should be abolished. The true question 
involved does not concern sex but the wel- 
fare of a human being. If a widower 
would be left destitute, if the property 
of his deceased wife were not exempt 
from attachment by her creditors, there 
is no reason why the exemption should 
not exist in his favor as well as in the 
favor of a widow. The principle of not 
stripping a debtor is not new or unusual 
in the law. Homesteads are exempt from 
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attachment. All the property of a debtor 
cannot be taken to satisfy his creditors. 
Something must be left him so that he 
can get a new start. Workmens’ tools are 
free from attachment. A physician’s in- 
struments cannot be attached. The books 
of a lawyer, minister, and teacher are free 
from attachment. The way to give a 
widow some of her deceased husbands 
property when he was hopelessly in debt 
is to pass laws exempting up to a given 
sum, any decedent’s from attachment by 
creditors, and giving the exempted prop- 
erty to the surviving spouse. 

The assumption of the opponents of the 
Equal Rights Amendment is that men 
are never in a position where they cannot 
take care of themselves; that men are 
never dependent on their wives; that men 
will never be in a position where the death 
of their wives will actually make it im- 
possible for them to support themselves. 
The evidence is overwhelming against 
such an assumption. The almshouses, so- 
cial settlements, and probate courts prove 
the assumption to be false. The further 
assumption seems to be that the State 
is not interested in protecting indigent 
or helpless men. But there is no reason 
why widows should be more privileged 
than widowers. The real question is this: 
Is the widow or the widower in a position 
where he or she needs to be protected 
from rapacious creditors? If so, then 
the law should give that needed protec- 
tion without regard to sex. 


HE vagrancy laws of some of the 
| States exempt women from liability to 
arrest, for vagrancy. The opponents of 
the Equal Rights Amendment insist that 
the proposed amendment will wipe out 
this privilege. 

Well, why should it not be wiped out? 
If a woman is a vagrant, why should she 
not be treated as a vagrant? Is she any 
the less a menace to society than a man 
who is a vagrant? Vagrancy laws are 
passed because vagrants are a menace to 
the community where they may be found. 
If any privilege based on the sex of the 
vagrant exists so that women are exempt 
from the operation of the vagrancy laws 
such a privilege should be destroyed. A 
privilege based upon sex which is detri- 
mental to the social welfare is a privilege 
which society can very well do without. 


HE opponents of the Equal Righis 
Amendment always present one argu- 


ment as though it were absolutely irrefuta- . 


ble and conclusive. They do so with an 
air or finality which is little less than lu- 
dicrous. They point to the army and the 
navy and ask: “Would you make it pos- 
sible for women to enlist in the army, 
the navy, and the marine corps?” To them 
the obvious answer is “No.” But there 


is no reason why the answer should not 


be “Yes.” There is nothing inherently 
impossible about women serving in the 
armed forces of the nation. During the 
war thousands of women did serve, and 
serve with great efficiency and honor, in 
all three branches of the armed forces of 
the country. Our sisters went over-seas 
and drove ambulances under fire; our 
wives went into the army and navy as 
clerks and yeowomen; our mothers served 
in the hospitals and the Red Cross. We 
did not think this amusing nor immoral 
nor unnatural. What women demon- 
strated that they could do in war times 
should be open to them in peace times if 
they so wish it. If women want to enlist 
in the army and the navy, if there is 
room for them in the army and the navy. 
if they can do work in the army and the 
navy why should they not have the army 
and the navy as a means of livelihood or 
a profession in the same way that the 
men have them? 

Behind this idea that women cannot 
or should not serve in the armed forces 
of the nation is the notion that women, 
because they are women, are not fit to 
enter certain professions or carry on ccr- 
tain occupations. Less than a generation 
ago it was urged by the opponents of 
woman suffrage that women were unfit 
to be doctors, lawyers, ministers, tele- 
graph operators, North Pole explorers, or 
whatnot. Somehow, however, women 
demonstrated that they were fit to be 
doctors, lawyers, ministers, judges, execu- 
tives, and everything else that they got the 
chance to be. They were no more “in- 


herently unfit” than the men were. One 


wonders if the demand that “women in 
industry must be protected” is not camou- 
flage for fear of competition in which the 
women will not come out second best. 


HE final argument made by the op- 

ponents of the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment is based upon the notion that the 
proponents of the amendment are “out 
of touch with the real facts of life’s strug- 
gle.” This argument is usually the re- 
sult of ignorance. The facts are that the 
leaders of the National Woman’s Party 
are more informed concerning, and more 
definitely in touch with the economic, 
political and legal status of women in the 
United States than any other individual 
or group in the country. It is a tragic 
fact that most of the members of the Bar, 
and nearly all of the judges know prac- 
tically nothing about the laws governing 
women in the United States. This is true 
not only of the laws generally in force 
throughout the United States but even of 
the local laws in their own jurisdictions. 
Even those whose function it is to teach 
the “Law of Persons and Domestic Rela- 
tions” in our law schools know almost 
nothing of the subjects they are supposed 
to teach. This last statement seems a 
harsh indictment. But as a member of 
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the law-teaching profession I know it to 
be all too true. 

But the National Woman’s Party 
knows what it is talking about. Its Re- 
search Department has compiled all the 
statute and case law in the country con- 
cerning the legal status of women. This 
information is kept up to date. They 
know what the existing situation is. It 
is a striking commentary upon the infor- 
mation possessed by the National Wom- 
an’s Party that even their opponents 
write to them to find out what the dis- 
criminations against women are in a 
given State. The argument against the 
Equal Rights Amendment which is based 
upon the supposed “ignorance” of the 
National Woman’s Party is either un- 
thinking or deliberately mendacious. 


T is submitted that the entire problem 
of Equal Rights for men and women 
should not be approached from the stand- 
point of a mistaken idea of chivalry nor 
with even a genuine and sympathetic de- 
sire to protect women from what is 
deemed to be detrimental to the welfare 
of women. The point of view should be 
that the laws are meant to apply equally 
to all citizens irrespective of race, creed, 
color, or sex. Women should not be given 
privileges under the law because they are 
women. They should be given rights 
under the law because they are citizens 
and human beings. Discriminations in 
their favor should be avoided as well as 
discriminations against them. They 
should be given duties under the law. 
They should be made to fulfill these du- 
ties. Every thoughtful and self-respect- 
ing woman cannot demand more or less. 
Indeed, the day has gone by when women 
as a class are demanding that to which 
they are not entitled. They are willing 
to pay for what they get. They are willing 
to bear their burdens. They are ready to 
fulfill their duties. They simply seek 
equality of treatment so that they can per- 
form their duties as well as exercise their 
rights. The National Woman’s Party in 
sponsoring the Equal Rights Amendment 
indicate that they believe that men and 
women should attain to their rights, carry 
out their duties, and make special privi- 
leges un-ler the law impossible. 
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Equal Rights 


News From The Field 


Miss Cain Elected Chairman 

YRTLE CAIN of Minneapolis, who 

has been for two terms a member 
. of the State Legislature of Minnesota, has 
been elected by the Minnesota Board of 
the National Woman’s Party to act as 
chaiman of the Minnesota Branch until 
the coming State Convention of the 
Woman’s Party. Marie Moreland, former 
State chairman, will continue as a mem- 
ber of the board. 

Laura F.. Cramer, national organization 
chairman of the Woman’s Party, has been 
invited to attend the Minnesota State Con- 
vention is the principal speaker. 


California Hears Rupert Hughes 

_MOSTVenlivening evening was pro- 

vided for advocates and opponents 
of Equal Rights when Rupert Hughes, 
novelist and scenario writer, addressed a 
large audience under the auspices of the 
California Branch of the National Wom- 
an’s Party in Los Angeles on December 10. 

Among the statements which Mr. 
Hughes made that gave rise to what the 
Los Angeles press reported as “repeated 
gasps” were: 

“Equal Rights means higher rights for 
all. 

“Equal Rights will never bring the 
whole world to a monotonous level. 
Things will not really be equal till a 
woman, like a man, will hesitate about 
making a catty remark for fear she will 
get a punch on the jaw. 

“Men who oppose you now talk of the 
disappearance of the chivalry of their 


youth with the recognition of woman’s 
rights. As an example of that chivalry, 
observe how the mobs chased Mrs. Bloom- 
er in Boston when she invented new at- 
tire for bicycle riding. 

“After all, what right has either man or 
woman to claim a ‘right’ unless he or she 
is willing to grant that right to another. 
And this applies not only to mere laws, 
but to conduct which brings love, obedi- 
ence, happiness.” 


Mr.. Hughes referred to women oppo- 
nents of Equal Rights, and said: 


“There is no degree of contempt so great 
as that which the slave has for the man 
who believes he ought to be free. Some 
women are like that. Slavery has under- 
mined their souls. : 


“There is no tyrant so mean that he 
cannot raise an army of followers; and 
there are a million women going out to 
prevent their sex from obtaining Equal 
Rights.” 


Following Mr. Hughes’ talk, Genevieve 
Allen, legislative chairman of the Califor- 
nia Branch of the Woman’s Party; Maud 
McCreery, eminent woman leader in the 
labor movement, spoke on the National 
Woman’s Party’s campaign for Equal 
Rights, and distributed Equal Rights 
literature. 


The committee on arrangements for the 
meeting consisted of Mrs. Martin Bekins, 
Kate Crane Gartz, Caroline Kellogg, Ber- 
nice A. Dryer, Harriette Levine, Ella J. 
Abeel, Bertha L, Fitzpatrick, Dr. Festal 
Crane, Dr. Cora Smith King, Charlotte 


Marsh, Delphine Sutcliffe, Louise Auer- 
dick, Miss MeCreery, and Mrs. Allen. 

Chief Yowlache and White Bird, his 
wife, entertained the meeting with songs 
and interpretations. White Bird became 
a member of the National Woman’s Party, 
to the great pleasure of her husband. 

Mrs. Allen reports that business women 
of California are actively organizing for 
Equal Rights. 


Mrs. Allen also writes National Head- 
quarters that the California Branch of 
the Women’s Christian Temperance Union 
has refused to endorse Senator Hiram 
Johnson’s plan for making it possible to 
enact and enforce minimum wage legisla- 
tion applying to women only, in spite of 
considerable effort made to get them to 
do so. 


New Jersey Branch Demands Industrial 
Equality 

HE New Jersey Branch of the Na- 

tional Woman’s Party attended the 
committee meeting of the New Jersey La- 
bor Commission, held at City Hall, New- 
ark, on December 8. This commission 
was appointed under the authority of As- 
sembly Joint Resolution No. 9, passed at 
the last legislative session to investigate 
the working conditions among women in 
New Jersey and to report to_the next ses- 
sion of the Legislature as to the cost of 
living and the wages adequate to main- 
tain women in health and reasonable com- 
fort. Mrs. Clarence Smith of New York 
most logically and effectively presented 
the National Woman’s Party point of view. 


Dear FELLOW MEMBERS: 


Committee’s Special Campaign Fund.” 


Open Letter from National Finance Committee 


I wish to bring to your attention a new right—it is the right to support our party—the Woman’s Party—financially 
as earnestly as you support it politically. 

The Finance Committee was organized with an ideal—the ideal of co-operation among all the members to the end 
that they shall gratefully and generously support our political activities, step by step as they are presented to us by our 
leaders at National Headquarters, through our official organ, Equa. Ricurts, as well as by other means. 


My executive committee and I are, at the present time, located in New York City, where I reside, and we welcome 
any suggestions or criticisms from the members directly and we will endeavor to reply to any correspondance directed to us 
and consider them as expressions of interest and support. To this end we wish to give you a little better understanding 
of the expenses connected with the campaign now being conducted in connection with the present session of Congress, in 
order that your response may be in proportion to the scope of the work. Pamphlets must be printed, stationery and 
stamps purchased, delegations organized, salaries for workers who devote all their time to our work, provided, etc. 


Please interest your friends, men and women, alike to the support of this great work which is being carried forward 
by a devoted band of workers at National Headquarters in Washington. 
can and give up something you want in order to increase your gift. Forward it to the Treasurer marked “National Finance 
Equa Ricuts will publish a statement of expenditure. 


Make out your check for the most you possibly 


(Signed) Saran PELL, 


Chairman. 


